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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 17 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Heinonen et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,438,385 B1) in view of Gobburu et al (U.S. 

Patent Publication Number US 2002/0060246 Al ) and further in view of Weber et al. 

(U.S. Patent Number 6,343,212 B1). 

Regarding claim 17, Heinonen et al. discloses a mobile station which reads on claim 
"wireless communication terminal," The said MS is provided with a control means for 
muting the said MS in response, which reads on claimed "communicating", to receiving 
a predetermined message (signal) transmitted from a transmitting means (BTS), 
comprising: 

• reception means, which reads on claimed "first communication means" for 
communicating with the said BTS's first communication means. See 
column 1 lines 16-24 and column 6 lines 55-66 and FIGURE 4; 

• transmitting means, which reads on claimed "second communication 
means", as taught in column 1 lines 16-19 and column 5 lines 18-22, for 
communication via a public network; and 
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• a control means, which reads on claimed "second control means", for 
detecting a muting message (restriction signal) and processing the 
information to restrict the said MS, which reads on claimed "making a 
communication restriction of said second communication means in 
accordance with the indication signal received from said first 
communication means". See column 6 lines 56-67 and column 7 lines 1- 
4. In addition, Heinonen et al. continues to teach of transmitting a 
message to a mobile communication center informing that the said MS in 
question has been restricted of service, which reads on claimed "for 
transmitting information of the communication restriction as the response" 
(see column 2 lines 56-61 ). 

• wherein when a person enter a predetermined area, if communication 
restriction of the mode designated by the said BTS is more severe than 
the communication restriction of a mode preset to the said transmitter the 
said control means changes the said mode of the said transmitter to the 
designated mode, whereas if not more severe, the mode is not changed. 
Heinonen et al. teaches of a said MS monitoring a signal sent from a 
base station, wherein if the signal received is detected to be a muting 
signal, the mode of the said MS is change to reflect the instructions 
sent by the said BTS; otherwise, if the user's MS is already in a state 
in which the BTS is instructing, then the mode of the said MS is 
unchanged. See column 2 lines 31-50. 
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However, Heinonen et al. fails to expressly disclose regulating the entrance/exit 
of a person based on a response received from a said MS. 

Gobburu et al. discloses in paragraph [0083], of a mobile communication device, 
which reads on claimed Vireless communication terminal", capable of displaying a bar 
coded security pass to a scanner, which reads on claimed "entrance/exit apparatus". If 
authorization is valid, the door is unlocked and the said user of the mobile 
communication device is allowed to enter, which reads on claimed "regulating the 
entrance/exit of a person". 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify the teachings of Heinonen et al. and Gobburu et al in 
order to provide a mechanism capable of combining the functions of regulating access 
to an area and regulating the communication of a mobile device in a predetermined 
sensitive area, where the communication of a said mobile device is determined to cause 
disturbance to its surrounding environment. 

However, the combination of Heinonen et al. and Gobburu et al. fails to disclose 
wherein said second communication means can switch among a plurality of 
communication restriction modes, and said control means changes the communication 
restriction mode of said second communication means in accordance with a mode 
designated by the entrance/exit regulating apparatus. 

Weber et al. discloses in column 3 lines 15-19, where the said base station 
(BTS), which reads on claimed "entrance/exit regulating apparatus", transmits system 
messages (signal) relating to mode change information for the said MS. Where Weber 
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et al disclose a generating means, which reads on claimed "control means", which 
generates mode change information for switching a said MS into a different mode. 
Modes are defined as silent, vibrating and or visual. See column 4 lines 1-10. 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify the combined teachings of Heinonen et al. and 
Gobburu et al. to further include Weber et al. in order to define different modes that a 
said MS may changed to after receiving information pertaining to a communication 
restriction within a predetermined area. 

Regarding claim 22, Heinonen et al. discloses in column 1 lines 14-15, a control 
method for a mobile station (MS), which reads on claimed "wireless terminal", 
communicating with a BTS, which reads on claimed "entrance/exit regulating 
apparatus," for regulating an entrance/exit of a person by a transmission means of the 
said BTS , which reads on claimed "first communication means," and a second 
communication unit for communication via a public network, the method comprising: 

• reception means, which reads on claimed "first communication means" for 
communicating with the said BTS. See column 1 lines 16-24 and column 
6 lines 55-66 and FIGURE 4; 

• a control means, which reads on claimed "second control means", for 
detecting and a muting message (restriction signal) and processing the 
information to restrict the said MS, which reads on claimed "making a 
communication restriction of said second communication means in 
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accordance with the indication signal received from said first 
communication means". See column 6 lines 56-67 and column 7 lines 1- 
4. In addition, Heinonen et al. continues to teach of transmitting a 
message to a mobile communication center informing that the said MS in 
question has been restricted of service, which reads on claimed "for 
transmitting information of the communication restriction as the response" 
(see column 2 lines 56-61 ). 
• wherein when a person enter a predetermined area, if communication 
restriction of the mode designated by the said BTS is more severe than 
the communication restriction of a mode preset to the said transmitter the 
said control means changes the said mode of the said transmitter to the 
designated mode, whereas if not more severe, the mode is not changed. 
Heinonen et al. teaches of a said MS monitoring a signal sent from a 
base station, wherein if the signal received is detected to be a muting 
signal, the mode of the said MS is change to reflect the instructions 
sent by the said BTS; otherwise, if the user's MS is already in a state 
In which the BTS Is instructing, then the mode of the said MS is 
unchanged. See column 2 lines 31-50. 
However, Heinonen et al. fails to expressly disclose regulating the entrance/exit 

of a person based on a response received from a said MS. 

Gobburu et al. discloses in paragraph [0083], of a mobile communication device, 

which reads on claimed "wireless communication terminal", capable of displaying a bar 
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coded security pass to a scanner, which reads on claimed "entrance/exit apparatus". If 
authorization is valid, the door is unlocked and the said user of the mobile 
communication device is allowed to enter, which reads on claimed "regulating the 
entrance/exit of a person". 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify the teachings of Heinonen et al. and Gobburu et al in 
order to provide a mechanism capable of combining the functions of regulating access 
to an area and regulating the communication of a mobile device in a predetermined 
sensitive area, where the communication of a said mobile device is determined to cause 
disturbance to its surrounding environment. . 

However, the combination of Heinonen et al, and Gobburu et al. fails to disclose 
wherein said second communication means can switch among a plurality of 
communication restriction modes, and said control means changes the communication 
restriction mode of said second communication means in accordance with a mode 
designated by the entrance/exit regulating apparatus. 

Weber et al. discloses in column 3 lines 15-19, where the said base station 
(BTS), which reads on claimed "entrance/exit regulating apparatus", transmits system 
messages (signal) relating to mode change information for the said MS. Where Weber 
et al disclose a generating means, which reads on claimed "control means", which 
generates mode change information for switching a said MS into a different mode. 
Modes are defined as silent, vibrating and or visual. See column 4 lines 1-10. 
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Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify the combined teachings of Heinonen et al. and 
Gobburu et al. to further include Weber et al. in order to define different modes that a 
said MS may changed to after receiving information pertaining to a communication 
restriction within a predetermined area, 

2. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
combination of Heinonen et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,438,385 B1 ), Gobburu et al (U.S. 
Patent Publication Number US 2002/0060246 Al ) and Weber et al. (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,343,212 B1) as applied to claims above, and further in view of da Silva (U.S. 
Patent Number 6,496,703 B1 ). 

Regarding claim 18, as the above combination of Heinonen et al. (U.S. Patent Number 
6,438,385 81) and Gobburu et al (U.S. Patent Publication Number US 2002/0060246 
Al) are made, the combination according to claim 17, fails to disclose wherein the 
communication restriction modes include at least one of a non-restriction mode without 
communication restriction, a manner mode of automatically turning off incoming call 
sounds of real time communication, a drive mode of automatically responding to real 
time communication, a real time communication inhibition mode of permitting only non- 
real time communication, a call in-out restriction mode of inhibiting call in-out of all 
communications and a wireless signal transmission restriction mode of inhibiting 
transmission of a wireless communication signal. 
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da Silva teaches in column 7 lines 39-45, where an indication signal is sent not to 
completely disable the cellular phone, which reads on claimed "wireless terminal", but to 
allow the user some functionality during a restriction. As example, incoming calls can be 
prohibited, while in turn, allowing outgoing calls to occur within a predetermined area. 
Also, da Silva discloses in column 7 lines 43-46, of prohibiting the ringing of a said 
cellular phone. See column 8 lines 38-42. 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify the combined teachings of Heinonen et al. and 
Gobburu et al. to further include da Silva to incorporate a functionality allowing some, 
not all, service to be prohibited in a predetermined area. The relevance is to allow 
some communication to occur within a predetermined area so that the user is not 
completely disabled without communication. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 17, 18 and 22 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. The Examiner's 
objection to claim 17 is hereby withdrawn in view of reconsideration of the claimed 
language. 

• Regarding claims 17 and 22, the Applicant presents the following: 
wherein when a person enter a predetermined area, if communication 
restriction of the mode designated by the said BTS is more severe than 
the communication restriction of a mode preset to the said transmitter the 



■Application/Control Number: 10/021,092 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2686 

said cx)ntrol means changes the said mode of the said transmitter to the 
designated mode, whereas if not more severe, the mode is not changed. 

Consequently, after further reconsideration of the claimed language, the 
Examiner concludes that level of severity can be interpreted in broadest, reasonable 
interpretation. The Examiner's position is that when a person enters a restricted area 
and the preset transmitting control on the user's device is set on "low ringer", and the 
received regulating signal from the regulating apparatus is deemed to be "vibrate", 
because the level of severity of the BTS is higher than that of the user's preset 
condition, the user's device will be set to "vibrate" automatically. 

However, on the other hand, if the user understands that he/she is entering 
restricted area and turns the phone to "silent" mode, simultaneously, the regulating 
apparatus is transmitting a less severe mode of "vibrate", then the regulating apparatus 
recognizes that the user's phone is "silent", a more severe mode, and does not change 
the mode of the user's phone. As stated in the above Office Action, Heinonen et al. 
teaches of this occurrence; therefore, based on the new grounds of rejection, claims 
17-18 and 22 stand rejected. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randy Peaches whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7914. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha D. Banks-Harold can be reached on (571) 272-7905. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 



Randy Peaches 
June 23, 2005 
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TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



